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Based on ou§ review of the a'bov.e ~réfai'e1;1ced report, we offér the following cémmenﬁ.

[
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-1, ATh'e. EPAreponed that the disposal of aludges may have occurrad st Site 1 rather
. than Site 2. If 3o, does this change the conclusions or remedial - actions to be
implemented for thess sites? : ' : IR :

. 2. Risk was evaluated for both industrial and residential receptars in the Appendix E,
©: however the residential risk has not been summaiized in the report for each site. -
This would be helpful iriformation to evaluate the remediation alternatives. ‘

3. - Several organic and inorganic parameters were found with' elevated cencentrations
 posing moderate to high risks in ‘the stream sediments. - Although the report
acknowledged that 2 likely source was the base, the need for remediztion of the -
- Streem gediment is not evaluated. 'In addition, the report states that the risks from
PCBs and pesticides in the sediment are mitigated by several factors. No basis is
- provided for this conclusion. ' : ' g

4. The selection of Altemative 3 (pirtial excavation cnd cepping of Sites 2 & 3)is

+ justified in the report on the basis that Alternative 2 (excavation of all
contaminated $oils) will involve 2 ‘complex confirmatory sampling procedure
which may involve extensive excavation. - , ' ;

the site characterization is not complete, -We believé that the Jower cost of
Alternative 2 and the removal of contaminants without ongoing operstion and
mairtenance costs makes this the best alternative. - . , o

If oonﬁmatod"sgimpling may require significent additional excavaticn, then
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If you haye any quéstions, please do not hesitate to contact ug,

.Very Truly Yours,
PENNONI ASSOCIATES, INC. '
4@: L&#ﬁw
- /. Anthony'S. Bartolomeo, PE,
' Seuior Vlce Praidert
- ce Robert. Cammta, Warrmnstu Townslnp T
David Pesinimore, EarthData
Darius Ostrauskas: EPA Region III -
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